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rare materials critical to the manufacture of 
electronic devices is found in many municipal 
landfills. Yet our patchwork system of state 
laws and regulations, coupled with inaction by 
the federal government, has acted as a deter-
rent to manufacturers looking to reclaim these 
raw materials— the vast majority of which are 
currently imported from China. This depend-
ence on foreign raw materials by American 
manufacturers also reveals a major vulner-
ability to our industrial supply chain— expos-
ing our domestic economy to the volatility of 
foreign commodities markets and the whims of 
foreign governments. 

Additional research and development is re-
quired in recycling technologies so we can 
more efficiently sort and process materials. To 
make recycling easier, products should avoid 
environmentally sensitive materials and enable 
re-use or extended use of electronic devices. 
For consumers, we need to make it easier to 
recycle and re-use electronics. 

The Electronic Device Recycling Research 
and Development Act seeks to address these 
critical challenges by: 

Authorizing the Environmental Protection 
Agency, EPA, to award grants to reduce the 
environmental impact of discarded electronic 
devices and promote the recycling of these 
devices through research and development 
projects; 

Requiring National Academy of Sciences to 
conduct a study on opportunities for and bar-
riers to the recycling of discarded electronic 
devices; and 

Authorizing EPA to award grants to colleges 
and universities for curriculum development in 
the areas of recycling electronic devices and 
enabling green design. 

This legislation was introduced in the pre-
vious Congress by former Congressman Bart 
Gordon, the Chairman of the House Com-
mittee on Science, Space and Technology, 
and passed the House of Representatives by 
voice vote. It is my hope that this common-
sense legislation will continue to receive 
strong bipartisan support. It has the strong 
backing of environmental advocacy groups 
and industry, including Best Buy and the Elec-
tronics Takeback Coalition—a diverse coalition 
comprised of more than two dozen national 
and local environmental, public health and 
public interest organizations. 

This is a green jobs bill. From auto parts to 
solar voltaic panels, the energy and resource- 
intensive manufacturing processes that drive 
our modern economy will benefit from ex-
panded research and development focused on 
the lifecycle of electronic devices. By giving 
manufacturers the tools, training and re-
sources to sustainably manufacture electronic 
devices, this legislation will create jobs, protect 
the environment and improve public health. 
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A TRIBUTE TO COLONEL DAVID 
SCHROEDER 

HON. TOM LATHAM 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, June 24, 2011 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize and congratulate native Iowan Colo-
nel David Schroeder of the United States Air 
Force on his illustrious 34 year military career 
that will be coming to a close later this year. 

Colonel Schroeder began his military career 
in October of 1977 when he enlisted as a Staff 
Support Administrative Specialist at the rank 
of E-1. After three years he enlisted as an air 
traffic controller before earning his commission 
as an Officer Air Traffic Controller in 1987. 

Colonel Schroeder has most recently been 
serving in the Office of the Secretary of De-
fense on the staff of the Deputy Assistant Sec-
retary of Defense for European and NATO 
Policy as the Country Director for the Baltic 
nations of Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania. The 
colonel was a driving force in garnering an 
agreement from these nations to increase their 
monetary support to the NATO Air Policing 
program to provide continued military defense 
of their national territorial skies. 

Mr. Speaker, our country owes Colonel 
Schroeder a great debt of gratitude for his 
decades of service. Colonel Schroeder’s un-
wavering commitment to serving his fellow 
Americans embodies the Iowa spirit and I 
know all of my colleagues in the United States 
House of Representatives will join me in wish-
ing him a well deserved and fulfilling retire-
ment. I wish him the best of luck in his future 
endeavors as he begins this new chapter in 
his life. 
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RECOGNIZING THE SERVICE AND 
RETIREMENT OF COLONEL 
KEITH LANDRY 

HON. GEOFF DAVIS 
OF KENTUCKY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, June 24, 2011 

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor COL Keith A. Landry, the Com-
mander and District Engineer for the Louisville 
District Army Corps of Engineers. After nearly 
2 years of serving in this post, Colonel Landry 
will be retiring on July 14, 2011. 

Colonel Landry received his commission as 
a 2nd Lieutenant in the Corps of Engineers in 
1985 after graduating from our shared alma 
mater, the United States Military Academy at 
West Point. He has since completed five over-
seas tours, including deployments with the 3rd 
Infantry Division during Operation Iraqi Free-
dom and two tours of duty teaching at the 
United States Military Academy. 

During his tenure as the Commander for the 
Louisville District Army Corps of Engineers, 
Colonel Landry oversaw all military construc-
tion in Michigan, Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, Ken-
tucky and Tennessee. His work has had a tre-
mendous impact on the mission readiness ca-
pabilities and quality of life of soldiers and air-
men across the nation. 

Today, as we celebrate a distinguished ca-
reer spanning 26 years, I am pleased Colonel 
Landry has decided to remain in the great 
Commonwealth of Kentucky and I am certain 
he will approach his future endeavors with the 
same level of excellence in service we have 
come to expect from him. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask the House to join me in 
commending COL Keith Landry and in offering 
him our sincerest thanks for his incredible 
service to our country and the Commonwealth 
of Kentucky. 

ELECTION ASSISTANCE 
COMMISSION 

HON. KATHY CASTOR 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, June 24, 2011 

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
in strong opposition of any effort to eliminate 
the Election Assistance Commission. Elimi-
nation of the EAC appears to be part of the 
GOP’s nationwide assault on voters’ rights, 
and will exacerbate the current issues we face 
in federal elections. With a number of states 
adopting new voter Registration and ID laws 
that will restrict and suppress votes, this is the 
wrong time to eliminate an agency that seeks 
to avoid the problems we faced during the 
2000 election in the state of Florida. The EAC 
is necessary in order to ensure the fairness 
and integrity of federal elections. 

Now, more than ever, we need an agency 
like the EAC, so that we can ensure that our 
democracy functions freely and fairly. The 
EAC is an independent, bipartisan agency that 
carries out grant programs, provides for test-
ing and certification of voting systems, studies 
election issues, and assists local and state 
election officials by issuing guidelines and 
other important information to help them com-
ply with the Help America Vote Act (HAVA) re-
quirements. 

The EAC is composed of experts who are 
former state and local election officials and fa-
miliar with the challenges of election adminis-
tration. The federal government should not 
eliminate the information gathering, informa-
tion sharing and advisory role of the Election 
Assistance Commission. These functions have 
been crucial at improving federal elections, 
and should be strengthened rather than elimi-
nated. 

Like many other states around the country, 
the Florida legislature has moved in a dan-
gerous direction to curtail voter’s rights, and 
we will need the EAC come 2012 when we 
see the sad consequences of restrictive voting 
laws. The new Florida law makes it difficult for 
those who recently moved between counties 
to cast their votes. The new law also limits 
voting accessibility by shortening the window 
for early voting from 14 days to 6 days. This 
will make it even more difficult for working Flo-
ridians and elderly voters, resulting in longer 
lines at the polls on Election Day. Lastly, the 
new law negatively impacts voter registration 
efforts in Florida by limiting the ability of third 
party groups to effectively register legitimate 
new voters. The EAC works with all of these 
issues, and if we eliminate it today, we will 
face serious challenges in the 2012 election 
as we seek to resolve the problems that may 
ultimately arise as a result of new election 
laws like we have in Florida. 

This bill would transfer EAC duties to the 
FEC, which is already overburdened. The FEC 
says they need more resources to absorb the 
EAC’s duties. Other costs would simply shift to 
already overburdened state governments. The 
FEC does not have the capability or the ex-
pertise to successfully administer the certifi-
cation program that is currently implemented 
by the EAC. 

The EAC creates national standards for im-
proving accessibility for all Americans. Local 
and State officials still struggle to ensure ac-
cessible elections for all. For instance, a GAO 
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report on the 2008 election said that there 
were significant problems for persons with dis-
abilities in gaining access to the polls. Phys-
ical barriers remain in far too many cases. In 
fact, 31 states reported that ensuring polling 
place accessibility was ‘‘challenging.’’ The 
EAC should be strengthened to ensure that 
we have in place strong standards that will im-
prove the voting experience for all Americans. 
The EAC has already played a central role in 
improving the accessibility of voting for the 
country’s more than 37 million voters with dis-
abilities. 

Furthermore, the EAC’s certification pro-
gram is helping state and local governments 
save money. The EAC uses its oversight role 
to coordinate with manufacturers and local 
election officials in order to ensure that the ex-
isting equipment meets its durability and lon-
gevity potential. This saves state and local 
governments from the unnecessary expense 
of new voting equipment. 

Mr. Speaker, eliminating the EAC at this 
time would be a regrettable mistake. We need 
to take steps to safeguard our democratic 
process, and agencies like the EAC should be 
strengthened in order to protect Americans’ 
right to vote. 
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PAYING TRIBUTE TO THE LIFE OF 
MR. DANIEL EDWARD WEBB 

HON. JIM COSTA 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, June 24, 2011 

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today with 
my colleague, Mr. CARDOZA, to pay tribute and 
honor the life of Daniel Edward Webb, who 
passed away at the age of 49, on Sunday, 
June 19, 2011. Dan and I had known each 
other for several decades and I greatly cher-
ished our friendship. We say good bye to Dan 
as a brother, uncle, friend, avid forester and 
dedicated public servant. 

Born in Mariposa, California, July 3, 1961, 
Dan was the fifth of eight children. He spent 
several summers in the Sierra Nevada in the 
Youth Conservation Corps which sparked a 
lifelong admiration for the outdoors. His affinity 
for the mountains seemed to have been born 
with him, and his passion never wavered, no 
matter how removed his environment. Dan 
went on to graduate from Kingsburg High 
School, and attended Reedley College, where 
he was both active in the Forestry Program 
and served as student body president. He 
subsequently earned a Bachelor of Science 
degree in Agriculture from Cal Poly San Luis 
Obispo. During this time, he continued to 
spend his summers in the mountains and 
eventually went to work for the United States 
Forest Service as a Park Ranger. Dan had 
many stories to tell about his time in the For-
est Service, and I was fortunate to hear a 
great deal of them, including the time when he 
helped Jane Fonda find her way while on a 
hike in Kings Canyon National Park. 

Dan also had strong political interests that 
were harmonious with his dedication to public 
service and the environment. At one point, he 
worked for Congressman Richard Lehman, 
serving the San Joaquin Valley in the areas of 
agriculture, water, and public safety. After-
wards, he came to work for me as my District 
Director, and then joined me in the California 

State Senate as a policy advisor to the Senate 
Agriculture and Water Committee. Following 
his time with me in the State Senate, Gov-
ernor Gray Davis appointed Dan as his deputy 
secretary to the California Department of Food 
and Agriculture. Having successfully com-
pleted many years of public service, Dan used 
his knowledge and political skills to launch a 
successful consulting career, specializing in 
biotechnology and agricultural science. 

Dan will best be remembered by those who 
knew him for his wit, humor, love of people, 
and his simple generosity. He gave of himself 
freely, whether it was in offering food to the 
homeless or helping a friend repair a water 
pipe, and for that selflessness, we honor him. 

Dan was preceded in death by his mother 
Agnes, his father George Sr., and infant broth-
er Andy. He is survived by siblings George 
Webb Jr. of Granite City, Illinois, Sheila 
Yokota of Kingsburg, Lisa Inouye of 
Kingsburg, Mark Webb of Leander, Texas, 
Colleen Webb of Ventura, and Byron Webb of 
Merced. 

Mr. Speaker, it is with great humility, honor 
and respect that Mr. CARDOZA and I ask our 
colleagues in the House of Representatives to 
pay tribute to the life of Daniel Webb: a dedi-
cated public servant, a forester, a brother, a 
friend—a great American. 
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AMERICA INVENTS ACT 

SPEECH OF 

HON. HENRY A. WAXMAN 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, June 22, 2011 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 1249) to amend 
title 35, United States Code, to provide for 
patent reform: 

Mr. WAXMAN. Madam Chair, it is with great 
frustration that I rise in opposition to H.R. 
1249, the America Invents Act. 

Our nation’s patent system is the backbone 
of our knowledge-based economy and the 
well-spring of our most competitive industries. 
Since the era of the Founding Fathers, the 
patent system has evolved on the principle 
that individuals are entitled and encouraged to 
claim ownership of their thoughts and discov-
eries. For this reason we continue to be a 
world leader in innovation, producing some of 
the greatest scientific advances of the modern 
era and serving as a robust market for all 
around in the world who want to invest in or 
introduce the next ‘‘big idea.’’ 

The objective of patent reform is to improve 
patent quality, reduce uncertainty and mod-
ernize a Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) 
mired in inefficiencies and delays. Regrettably, 
this bill as amended fails to achieve these crit-
ical goals. 

On the issue of patent quality, I am deeply 
disappointed that Section 12 of the bill intro-
duces a new supplemental examination proce-
dure permitting patent holders a second 
chance to correct or revise information that 
was inaccurate or omitted at the time the pat-
ent was filed. The provision also prohibits any 
information provided in a reexamination pro-
ceeding from being used as evidence that a 
patent holder committed inequitable conduct 
and deliberately filed a patent application that 
was misleading or deceptive. 

Effectively, this amounts to a ‘‘get out of jail 
free card’’ for any company fearful of having 
their patent invalidated because they deceived 
the PTO. Furthermore, nothing in the bill 
would stop a patent holder from seeking a 
supplemental examination with information 
that wasn’t even available at the time the pat-
ent was originally filed. What is to stop a drug 
company from submitting new clinical studies 
conducted after the patent was filed to shore 
up questionable claims in an original applica-
tion? And what is to stop a company from cut-
ting corners on a patent application when they 
know they can just fix it later? 

If this bill is enacted into law, I am hopeful 
that the PTO will, at a minimum, adopt rea-
sonable limitations on this procedure such as 
prohibiting reexamination of information that 
didn’t exist at the time of the original filing. It 
is essential that the agency carefully police 
what stands to be an abusive practice. 

On the issue of certainty, I am concerned 
that this bill fails to offer greater clarity of the 
protection available to inventors during the 
‘‘grace period,’’ or the one year period an in-
ventor has to file a patent application after dis-
closing or publishing information about the in-
vention. This time is critical for small inventors 
to conduct market research, pitch their ideas 
to investors, and raise sufficient capital to file 
a quality patent application. As our system 
shifts from a first-inventor-to-file to a first-to-file 
paradigm, small inventors face an increased 
risk that someone will hear their idea and race 
ahead of them to file a patent or use their own 
pitch materials against them to claim there is 
prior art undermining the patent application. 

Which brings me to the issue of moderniza-
tion. This legislation is a leap of faith. It rep-
resents a dramatic transformation of the pat-
ent system and introduces a host of new 
mechanisms for pre-grant submissions, post- 
grant challenges, and revamped derivation 
proceedings at an agency already mired in 
backlogs. Rather than giving the PTO the re-
sources it needs to implement these sweeping 
changes, the Republican leadership has re-
fused to let the agency collect and allocate the 
fees paid by patent filers. Instead, the agency 
must remain at the mercy of the appropria-
tions committee for annual allocations. 

It’s one thing to ask inventors to take a leap 
of faith on the bold restructuring of our patent 
system. But now they are being asked to take 
another leap of faith that appropriators won’t 
fall back on their long history of poaching pat-
ent fee revenues for other uses. 

Congress can do better and inventors de-
serve better. If this legislation passes the 
House, I am hopeful we will have an oppor-
tunity to fix these problems in negotiations 
with the Senate. 

f 

A TRIBUTE TO MIKE GARRISON 

HON. TOM LATHAM 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, June 24, 2011 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise to recog-
nize Mike Garrison for his 35 years of service 
with the Lacona, Iowa Fire Department and 
subsequent retirement. 

At a time when many small communities 
struggle to find the necessary volunteers, Mike 
has shown the leadership and commitment to 
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